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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 1-4 and 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter, specifically a computer software 
application. It appears that the computer software product to perform the steps as recited 
in claim 1 fails to be tangibly embodied on a computer readable medium so as to be 
executable. Computer programs claimed as computer code per se, i.e., the descriptions or 
expressions of the programs, are not physical "things," nor are they statutory processes, 
as they are not "acts" being performed. Such claimed computer programs do not define 
any structural and ftmctional interrelationships between the computer program and other 
claimed aspects of the invention which permit the computer program's functionality to be 
realized. In contrast to the claimed "information carrier," which is not a tangible 
medium, a claimed computer - readable medium encoded with a computer program 
defines structural and ftmctional interrelationships between the computer program and the 
medium which permit the computer program's functionality to be realized, and is thus 
statutory. See MPEP §2106 Section IV.B.l(a). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4, Claims 1-2,5-6,9-10, 13-14, 17-18 and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Wright et al.. ("Wright", US 7,089,508 Bl). 

As per claim 1 , Wright teaches a computer program product, tangibly embodied 
in an information carrier, the computer program product being operable to cause data 
processing apparatus to perform operations comprising: displaying a transaction screen 
containing data for a transaction, waiting to receive user input to the transaction screen, 
and automatically refreshing the screen with updated data if user input is not received 
within a pre-determined period of time (col. 4, line 62 - col. 5, line 40; an instance 
always exists in which an application having a transaction screen waiting for an input 
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from user, wherein pseudo user inputs, e.g. mouse movements, would inherently keep the 
screen refreshed). 

As per claim 2, Wright teaches the steps of starting a timer that times out after a 
pre-determined period of time has lapsed (col, 5, lines 36-40); once the timer times out, 
simulating user input requesting that the screen be refreshed, and refreshing the screen 
with updated data in response to the simulated user input (col. 5, lines 46-54; a pseudo 
user input would be generated which inherently keep the screen refreshed). 

Claims 5-6 are similar in scope to claims 1-2 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 9-10 are similar in scope to claims 1-2 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 13-14 are similar in scope to claims 1-2 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 17-18 are similar in scope to claims 1-2 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 21-22 are similar in scope to claims 1-2 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3-4, 7-8, 11-12, 15-16, 19-90, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Wright et al. ("Wright", US 7,089,508 Bl). 

As per claims 3-4, while Wright suggests the data processing apparatus to include 
a client and a server, and the step of displaying a transaction screen to be performed on 
and by the client or the server in any suitable environments (col. 2, lines 33-43), Wright 
does not explicitly indicate: (a) the displaying step to be performed by the client, and the 
simulating user input step is performed by the server; and (b) the server is a transaction 
processing application whose execution involves multiple phases including: a first phase 
that involves displaying a transaction screen; a second phase that involves waiting for 
user interaction with the transaction screen; and a third phase that involves processing 
user interaction with the transaction screen. However, official notice is taken that in a 
client/server environment, any combination of distributed operations could be delegated 
between the client and server depending on design and implementation choice and 
preference. It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
include the combination of steps server phases as claimed with Wright's program product 
in order to take advantage of the distributed functionalities of a client/server computing 
environment. 

Claims 7-8 are similar in scope to claims 3-4 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 11-12 are similar in scope to claims 3-4 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claims 15-16 are similar in scope to claims 3-4 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 19-20 are similar in scope to claims 3-4 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 23-24 are similar in scope to claims 3-4 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sy Luu whose telephone number is (571) 272-4064. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:300 am to 4:00 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (571) 272-4063. 

The fax number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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